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Chang, Lisa 

Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Importance: 

Cara and Jill, 

Chang, Lisa 
Thursday, August 13, 2015 9:46AM 
Steiner-Riley, Cara; Fullagar, Jill 
Bonifaci, Angela 
Ag NPS-related website for review 
EPA markup of letter 8-13-15.docx; EPA markup of website 8-13-15.docx 

High 

Thank you for being willing to do a quick review of the Puget Sound team's feedback to a cooperative agreement 
recipient on their draft website, and their accompanying 1-page letter. Angela and Dan have reviewed this and asked 
for your once-over. 

Cara- in the website document, which should be read first, I've yellow-highlighted the comments that I think ORC could 
focus on, as those passages make CWA statements that Dan wanted to make sure were solid. On the letter, if your staff 
could do a once-over of the whole page, that would be helpful. 

Jill- similarly, in the website document, which you should look at first, I've blue-highlighted comments 1 think need 
impaired waters listing perspective. I think your once-over of all the feedback would be helpful, if you have time, 
because the recipient is basing so much of this website on impaired waters information. And if you could take a look at 
the letter as well, that would be great. 

is any possibility of having this back by the end of the day, we'd be most appreciative. Please call with any 
ns. 

Lisa 3-0226 
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Draft letter to elected officials 

Everyone knows that clean water is essential for our health, and is especially critical for our 
children. Cold, clean water is also essential to the health of our fish and shellfish. 

But whafs far less well-known ls that maRy--some fanning practices commonly used in our state 
send potentially harmful pollutants t&MiM into our waterways, peiMIRg deorading our water, 
threatening public health, destroying vital habitat and endangering our fish and shellfish. 

Farming right to the edge of our streams allows pesticides, fertilizers, and land-applied manure to 
enter into our waterways, ~nd is Washington's largest source of stream pollution. These practices 
are responsible for nearly a third of the polluted rivers and streams in our state!_. 

Unfortunately, in many cases state water gualitv permitting requirements do not apply to these 
types of ·non·ooint" sources of water ooUution. IMasRiRgteR's agFis~;~lt~o~re IREtt:~SIPJ Ras BeeR 
.. empt.,;.from-moSf.State.pemlittillg-fe<IIJiremertt&-t<>®Atrol-tRese-type&.of-water-jl<lilutiofh 
Farmers are encouraged to use voluntary best practices, lbut there has been lirnitl1;!.9_yg_.Qf_these 
voluntary measures iodate many waters remain impaired by agricultural sources and ha§ve-oot 
res~o~lteEI iR meetiRg f.eEteral er state Ji~Sih:~tieR staREiants er resaveriRg salmon populationS: remain 
threatened. 

It is time to recognize that voluntary approaches have not been sufficient. rroo many of our 
streams are polluted by agricultural practiceS: .. Wher:t. pub!i~ C?P!~iC?I"I research show~ ~h~t I~ rae
quarters of Washingtonians support stronger laws protecting the health of our water resources in 
Washington, and most Washingtonians believe that protecting our water resources is even more 
important than growing our economy, it is time to recognize that the public js ready to prioritize 
strong water resource protection·;el~o~Rtary apjilreasRes aleRe are Ret "'BFkiRIJ. 

One effective solution is mandator-y--streamside buffers. Other industries that work with the land, 
such as timber harvesters and developers, are required to use streamside buffers to prevent 
stream pollution. Adequate buffers can help the agriculture industry do its part to protect our 
water resources, too. rThe science Is overwhelming~ .10.0 _fE!:~t.Qf _m:i~~.rf31. VE!:ge.ta~i9.n .~Jwe.en.. . . 
fanntand and our wateiWays would keep most pesticides, fertilizers, cows and manure out of our 
streams, and it would promote healthy habitat for our fish. 

This issue has received little attention from the Legislature to date, but should. Fully two-thirds of 
Washingtonians support 100·foot natural buffers between agriculture lands and streams. 

It's time to clean up our streams, for healthy fish, healthy farms and healthy families. I hope you 
can commit to examining this issue further, including the extent of the problem and effectiveness 
of streamside buffers as a solution. Holding a.!.!JAe agFIGI:IIt~o~Fal industryi.Ji§ to the same 
responsibility as--ethef-indvstries-for non-point source pollution will help keep our rivers fishable, 
swimmable and drinkable for years to come. 

Sincerely, 

KUOW underwriting advertisement copy 

Support for KUOW comes from What's Upstream dot com, a coalition of Washington clean water 
advocates worXing to protect salmon rivers and streams by addressing Jtgricultural pollution as 
the major cause of pollution in salmon bearing streams! .. G!ean .w13ter _in _Pug~t _S_ou11~ starts with 
clean water upstream. More at What's upstream dot com. 

Commented [LCl): Needs to be supported by credible 
te(:hnlcal references. 

Commented (LC2): Also needs to be supported by 
credible technical references 

Commented (LC3]: Needs to be supported bv credible 
technical references. 

j Commented [LC4]: Provide citations. 

Commented (LC5]: Needs to be supported bv credible 
te(:hntcal references. 
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'+,100% " 

··· -----"·-· "' ~]f~::~~J~Jti·:-~:{r~:;·•~r~Ji:··~'i~~~,&§i"hlt 

Suggested edits: 

1. Revise the second paragraph to provide context (if desired, this can be done with an updated 

version of Larry's chart (which was based on data in Table 2 on p. 5 in ECY's 2001 report, 

htt ps: //fa rt ress. wa .gov I ecy/pu blicatio ns/ summa rypage s/0110015. htm I). 

The text can read something lik¢,~'Yet thousands of streammiles in Washington fail to meet this 

goal and remain impaired from~scl'urce~fllcl'udirigllgfiCulturlli!~to~rifwatet rurt6ff. ana ~eptic 
tanks. We are far from meeting this goal, tlewe'ler · .. laFgal{in part because itate water quality 

permitting requirements do notai!Diy tci'agricllltlltal "non~polnt" sources ofwater pollution" 

rthe citation for the permittlng'l'eauirerriellfstail!lrten1:i~;4ocFR11.2'f3; 
https:ljwww.law.cornell.edu/tfi"/text/46/122.3}ti\e agrielllbtre iREiijStPj• lias !leeR e!lempteEI 

freffl_State t~l~s Eles_i_gAB.~ _te a~l4]@~~e __ i~;~;A~-~ _'}laS_~i,~gte!:l .i(Ae ~~,e·~-pij~A .. " 

1. Third paragraph, "Owr state's IIAregwlateEl agriewltwre iREiwstry Certain unregulated agricultural 

practices is sendiflg harmful tEil!iRs pollutants into our waterways, pell11tiAg degrading our 

water, destroying vital habitat and endangering our fish. E'JeFY IAtf~stry Other industries that 

uses land, such as timber and land developers, Is re!lllirell operate under requirements to 



protect our waterwayS. But foragricultur~; protecting our waterways from non-pointsource 

pollution is voluntary, and farmers are merely encouraged to use "best management practices" 

(or ".-protecting pur wjl,terwaysfrom non-pojnt source pollution remains is voluntary, with a 

minority !ARE THERE DATA ON THESE NUMBERS! who have implemented adequatelY protective 
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+,100"" .. 

···-:~:----~T-15!::.\tf:#:i~: tr~~~~I?fG2Jl~~ifR:.t:t~1~-s~LS2i 

Suggested edits: 

1. "Many farms use chemical pesticides, fertilizers and manure. Manure lagoons at feedlots and 

farming to the edge of our streams causes these~ pollutants to enter into our waterways, 

which can result in harmful impacts to ... " 
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Possible changes. 

1. Header, "The answer is simple." As in the letter, change to something like "A key tool is 

streamside buffers." 
2. First paragraph. " ... s~eeessf~ll·t ~reveRt dramatically reduce stream pollution." Citations to 

support this statement are needed. 
3. Second paragraph. "ReEl~iriRg lQQ One hundred ... " 
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Possible changes: 

Our Partners 

~?: ;, :t 
~}, ;~; 

W<>!t!tl~ 

£n01ro~m6nl>l 

hwCm>tor 

==~~ ... ~. ~-' ;'il:c'=~=-------~· 

, '"'"''''I"""' d<o!J.'r ,,, ,~,..·. '"""''-l"t~"' ~diP'><Lrq e·,t • .,.,1 no~n• r•<JnW11f11~ "'tJt> ~~o·:nooo:llHiri<!UI\1 oJ' 

ia<>r<>at d<lloli M<ill!llrll) nlbh <!-.il>!llO<"I l•n<.klunt ITI<!gM o~llqullfn~•at VPI•ItpQt. 

~ 
WlLDSTEELHEAD 

t->'""" ""''"~ ,,., ~~ '"'-"t '"""'~- '"'""' ''"'"" ,.,,,..,<;ll)jo,.:t•n·•• ""''"" "'""" 'W""'"~' '~""atso1~'716t '""''"" IFNo; 

''''"'""""J~:.~ !:.'>../~ ,".O."W'! • .., •:M J~-«M!I~'l ·~"~ ~-~b.'l .-~<>l.t. _,..,.,.,.,.....,.,-;~!!>.'! 

"" .-m~cJ!ir:<'Jt""'' ~1\no"<oH Gi:.'Q"' rotUnt '""""oxfUI'<'...,tul'a,.,.t-,..goo "'"""""':""'I<:II.M~tr..--t"""""o""'9-..., 

~''"~'"' o•.<t ,.,1,ml>l oA "'"" """" ,,.,. ""''"" "''""Jm "'"' ~!I' <11 "'"' """" M ..,......, '"'""""' ..,M" ''''""""' u:r "'/lf U>'"'"" "'''''"' 
,_., , • .,.l,,d ~""""'' w= ~il.<m<.t>'r<'' """'·"~· ""'I ""''-""'- """•'• ''"~"' ~~··· '""""n. <11hli "'''/h..~"""'" ~iff= u"""'"""'"' · 

1. "We need to reoylatieAs !Rat will ensure .... " 

2. Under" About us," it is stated that "What's Upstream" is a project of the Tribe, CELP, EPA, PSP, 

WEC, and others. Have all these entities been given the opportunity to review and participate in 

the development of this content? Are all of them aware that this website is being presented as 

a joint project? This is an important point. All entities listed here should clearly agree to be 

listed as partners and agree with the content of this website. What process will be used to 

obtain and document their concurrence? 

•. 
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OUR RESEARCH 

S1nce 1972, the Clean Water Act has been the primary way the federal government prevents point·source 
and non·polnt-source pollution from entering our watei""Nays 

The Clean Water Act set a national goal of ensunng that all our waterways are fishable, swimmable, 
and drinkable. But are they? Major exemptions to the law granted to the agriculture industry are putting 
this goal at risk- in addition to the health of our fish. our waters and our people. 

Fish Health -
Are Our Waterways Fishable? 

Cow feces pGsttc:ide and renllrzttr run-olf. and agnr.ultural pr(tCIJcas thai di!>1utU npamm 
habitat increase stream temperatures and deaease drssollted oxygen levels whrch rs d;t~:adly 
tor salmon 

[)...(}51671 

lo 1991, the federal government declared Snake RIVet sOCkeye salmon as endangered In 
lhe next lew years, 1t3 fTlOl'e species of salmon were listed as either threatened or 
enda~red because ol polluled habitat 

Washington Department ot Fish & Wildlife: Salmon Recovery and Restofation 

------------

Questions/possible changes: 

1. Under "Our ltesearcll:" 
lnd!Jstry ilre.pul:~ml:, •.• ;. 

Replace "Major exemptions to the law granted to the agriculture 
·~J14anyof the n<!tion~s waters remain impaired due to agricultural 

solJrtt!pt)lf~ltion, which is not subject to federal water quality permitting 
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Issues/possible changes: 

Stream Health -
Are Our WatetWays Swimmable? 

A recent GAO report fi~ds !hal ·•at h!Storkal fundmg !eve''> and water body restoration rates 

tl would tnka longer than 1,000 ytJars to rastorll 311 the waler bodtes that are now unpilllf!ld by 

non-pocnt source pollubon" 

GAO Report Clean Water Act Changes Needed If Key EPA Program Is to Help Fulfill the 
Nabon's Water Quality Goals 

Public Health -
Are Our Waterways Drinkable? 

Manure contains nitrates, whiCh are acute contaminants that produce Immediate (wilhm 

hcurs or days) health effects upon exposwa. H~gh doses particularly threaten pregnant 
mothers with mtscaniages. while bab~s can gel methemoglobinemia, or "blue baby 

syndrome: which can be fatal. High nitrate levels may increase the risk of sponl.anecus 
aborttons and other btrth defects 

Andrea's document..s 
Andrea's map of Puget Souncl Concentrat&d Antmat Feeding Operations (CAFOS) 

) 

2. Under "Public Health" -don't the issues cited in this section pertain mainly to subsurface 

(groundwater/shallow groundwater)? Is there a pattern of nitrate concentrations in rivers and 

streams in WA that exceed the nitrate MCL? Is it appropriate to be highlighting these issues in a 

section on "waterways"? 

If not, suggest editing the paragraph to say something like "Again, many sources lead to 

pollution impairments of Washington's waterways. With respect to agricultural sources, if 

improperly stored or used, animal waste has the potential to contribute pollutants such as 

nutrients (e.g., nitrate, phosphorous), organic matter, sediments, pathogens (e.g., giardia, 

cryptosporidium), heavy metals, hormones, antibiotics and ammonia to the waters we use for 

drinking, swimming and fishing." (EPA website, accessed 8/12/15, 

http://www.epa.gov/region9/animalwaste/problem.html). 

.. 



• 
i 

And then, add a second paragraph that says something like "High nitrate levels originating from 

excess agricultural fertilizer and manure are a serious concern with respect to groundwater in 

certain parts of the State. Nitrates ... [then continue with rest of paragraph, which should include 
citations]." 
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Habitat Health -
How Riparian Buffers Ensure Our Waterways Are 
Fi5habli1, Swimmable and Drinkable 

Riparian hab1tat is critical ror water quality and s11lmon hearth Riparian 
vegetalion provides shade to stream channal'i. contnb~tas targe weedy debris to 
streams adds sma!l orgamc matter to streams stabilizes stream bankS, controls 
sedmn1nt 1npu!'i tram surface orosron. an<! regutatas nutrienland pollutant inputs 
to streams R1panan buffers can m1l~le much oflhe harm caused by pesticides 
and lertiluers and IIHtng and graz1ng the end edge of waten.veys and stream!> 

Doc 22 
Doc 23 
Doc 28 
~la'ltech Chapter 6 

Washington's Current 
Regulations 

Washlngton·s o.nrenl regu•atm'l 
'Janleworn for ~fOtectmg our \.\1lteN.<ays 
o/.lm P'J'Mlcn IS me prudut! of a han01ut 
oheparah! st.rtules They 1ncruat~ 

The '"orest Pracw:es AC! 
The Grcwm Management Act 
The Shcrelfne ManageiYIP.nt Ad 
ihe +-tydrauHt =>ro1ect Appm'lal Act 
ne Stale Erwlronm!'Tl'lal "'O.~o,· ACt 

The stalE% voluntaf\· Wlllef qu;]!!IJ- "Be!>! 
tnnaoerrenl Prat!!Cf<!"lor ag~(ulture 
can !:le IQuM nere A Stlmmary r.f tne 
state's Pl?ln to ~<l<lres5 non-poir•t 51\Urte 
pollution tan ne 'curnl nere 

Water Quality 
Improvement Plans 

Tne state Depanmetu of Ecorogf 
rurren!l\· IT'olln£tges 1>2 \'later qual~· 
1mpravement prol"!cts thrcugt'lrn.1 
Wa$1\lngtcn To le<Jrn more or find (lilt 
about the pmjed nearest to ~ou. clttk 
nere. 

Public Opinion 

What's Upstreanl? pa!'lller$11<!'1e 
ccru:lucted o;:unttm researctl among 
wasnlllgtcntans over me past tnTW 
yeam abOut ma lmpc~nce or clean 
all(f tlea[ltly waterway5. A SliJTitii3IY of 

me res\IIIS 15 tnc.lucled belOw 

summaJY page 

> 

Comments: 

2. Have the public opinion research results and interpretation undergone technical review by some 

knowledgeable external entity? In EPA comments on the FY12 workplan, we stated that 

"technical review is very relevant to this project" including the public opinion research work. In 

the subawardee's response to this comment, a commitment was made "to develop a more 

formalized technical review of the project." What were the results of the review of the public 

opinion research design, execution, and interpretation of results? It will be important for the 

research to be able to stand up to scrutiny by entities who are interested in this website and the 

information presented. 

. 




